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ABSTRACT 

The theoretical model of Bengtson .et al (1976) for 
the measurement of intergeaerational s^olidarity proposes that 
dependency needs and residential proximity modify helpingi behavior , 
while filial responsibility^mediates the effects of residential . 
proximity. To examine the relative importance* of the model in 
predicting parent/child solidarity among a southeastern United States 
older population in rural to urban transit ion , data/ collected from 
321 adults, aged 65 to 96 (38% m^le, 94% white) were analyzed. 
Everyone 65 years or older, within the selected area, (821 response 
rate) was interviewed using a questionnaire designed to dssess family 
.solidarity (association, affection, and consensus ) across seven 
categories of' kin. In depth information on kin focused oh *the 
relative with whom there was the most contact. The results supported 
the Bengtson et al model of family solidarity, as measured through 
associiation , consensus, and affection . However, only affection and 
consensus were significantly correlated* the extent of ^he exchange * 
of helping behavior between older parents and children was a betteji^ 
predictor of family cohesiveness than was sex of the child, 
dependency needs of the parent, or the extent of telephoning and 
writing. Older parents who reported higher levels of mutual help, 
had more positive a>ttitudes toward their own aging, who were more 
likely to envision children as reasonably responsiJ>Xe--^to_them in 
illfiess, financial duress and loneliness, and wht) had educational 
backgrounds similar to those of their offspring, reflected higher 
family solidarity than others. (BL) ^ 
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Th^ impprtancie of the social bond lo the role perforrrtance of ^r;Oups is 
weir .^opumented, review of the-' literature on social bdnding shows that; 
human interation^ is primarily ba^sed upon three interrelated elemenJ^s' 

No^e 1;Homa'ns,. 



ass*ociation , affection, and consensus CBl ack Bengtson , 
^1950'; Merton:, 1957; Nlsbet; 19>70)^ ' Based upon this preri|ise, ,Bengtson, 
Olander, and^ Haddad j( I976) postulated that if the family can 
pro'totype of all small groups, and' if consen'sus, Affection , I and association 
are, universal indexes to group bondfng or solidarity, it Itands to reason 
that these measures would act as a-$j$,milar ind'el^ of interfgenerational or 
lineage solidarity (p. 247). This . conceptualisation is of signif i.cance to 
researchers and practitioners alike because: of the^. recognized relationship 
between family- cohesiveness and kinship function, i^e., the positive 
association between family bonds and extent of emotional and physical* 
support a^isailable through the kinship group. • 

Using the trigonal concept of interpersonal bonds, Bengtson and 
associates ( 1976) developed a theoretical moxlel for * the measurement of 
intergenerational solidarity. Axiomatic -to the theory is that any variable 
that contributes to an increase in any one|of ffte three "dimensions" of the 
solidaritpy construct, .contributes correspondingly to intergenerational 
solidarity as ^ whole. ' Predictor variables basic to* the model include 
resid^ent'ial/proximi ty, helping behavior, American birth, acceptance of 

K?hanged norms for the elderly, and experiences on shared a'cross generational 

• , / 

lines (Bengtson et al., 1976, p. 2570. Secondary variables, or variables 
posited as mo'difying the effects^f the^ pri mar^ variables include: 
dependency ne^s of the elderly; communication,' letters, telephone; filial . 
responsTbility;^ and typte of sex linliage. In general, the propositions posit 
that 'family solidarity will be greater where there is close proximity to 



\kin, frequent helping, ^American birth . acceptance of changes associated with\ 
apng, 'and a minimum of soc i al " d i spar i ty between lineage kin. T-h^se* 
ef^^ects, ^however, m'ay be variously modified* by the health or other needs of 
- the Qlderly, indirect contacts, feelings of kin. responsibility \:o -the older^ 
generaVon, and the sex of younger and older kin. ,In. sum, dependency needs 
and residential proximity modify helping -behavior; sex l^fnkage modifies, the 
effect pK^ residential proximity on helping behavior; 'and /iiial 
responsibiTity mediates the effects of residential proximi'u/on family 
solidarity ^3nd of residential proxim^ity on helping beha^lidr^ 
. ^ Beng-tson and associates (.1976-) have proposed the theoretical construct *: 
intergeneratiorial solidarity and its propositionsfor consistent further 
research in the examination of intergenerat ional solidarity. The: present 
study 'was an exploratory effort to examine the the^o'retical ^model' as proposed 
by Bengtsc)h et al. with>egard to its overall predicative' power in a^ rural 
transitional' area. More specifically, it. was the purpose of the study t^ > 
examine the overall as well as the relative importance of the model's 
components \in the prediction "of parent-child solidarity among an older 
population living in an industrial area of rural to urban transition. ' 

^ ' ■ ' ' PROCEDURES 

1^ Sampling and Measurement ' ^ . 

This study was. a secondary analysis of data collected on- 321 adults 
ag-ed 65 to 96 years\^iving in a rural transitional area irr tK'e southeastern 
United States.- The county of location *has undergone transi tion^^f rofn' kn 
agriculturally based -economy to an industrial one, centered on ,tex.tile 
production, within the past three generations. Sub ject/lJ^r^^^^^cte.d using 
an area clu'stering sampling strategy with stratification for the inclusion 



* a/ rural and ,urba^ft /^rea.s. , Everyon'e 65. year^ or oi^der living Within a 

■ V' : V ' • ■ : - • " ■ ' ' ■ 

seLecte^d area was >intervaewed . The response rate was ^2%. , • 

ThQ.,data wc^' ccpliected by trained . in.tervdewers who administered a 
1-tem questionnaire to the respdnderi'ts in t-heir homes. /The questionnaire was 
design^ed to provide iaformationvon a range of variables . theoretically linked*' 
. to family solidarity for each 6f seven categories of kin. Other?, descriptive 
'2 information was-' included'' as was necessary to the interpretation of the major 
variables^of interest,; Qnly person^ with, one pr more^'chj.ld^en were used in 
the present ^nalysis^CN = 276>\ . 

• Th^e mean.' age for older parents was 7^.2 years and> they had a mean 
, educational level of 9.*4 (1^^;^/ 3;.5). ^ Approxima-tely 38% of the subje^cts 

were , males and 62% were^-females. ■ White adults ' composed ' gi;^ of the sample' 

• " ? / ' ■ ■ . . ' ^ * ■ - • " " - 

with the ^rema^ning 6% being black. The majoritySof both men and> women (61%) 

were married.;. Approxima^tely 49% 'of the children of focus were sons, and Stj • 

..were daughters. The age range of children was from 21 «to 75 and their mean 

a-ge was 44. i]; ■ yearns. ' 'The ,med i an annual i.ncpme fp^ older parents was 

i4,260.00...--:Approxlmat'ery 90% of - daughters wen%' employed. Jobs were 

^typically classified a,s .c r a f t s m a n in type and corresponded 

■ characteristicallyVto lo^^al industries;. - ■ ^ ^ 

■. ^ Inf c^r ma1:ion on the questionnaire in^^luded general demographic da4:a; 

■marital history;* information on health*, retirement, income, morale, sociai ■ 

• ■ . ■ / f ' ■ , j . ^ 

roles, and interaction with kin; helping patterite^ with kin'; and exj^ectatfons. 
for. kin assistance. In . d^pth, information .on kin was repre|sented by 
information on the relative, with whom there was' the ma3,t contact in each 
category of kin. For purpo.ses of the present analysis, only i/i for mat ion 
relative to the child with whom there was the most ^contact was uded and only 
those items relative to the ot>jectives of this study wiU be disdussed. 



• .. The. dependent measure', family solidarity j was a ..corrrpasi te of three * 
measures": frequency of. association (a$soci3tionaa solidarity); extent to which 
tlie . re^spondent perceived ge4^,ting along,, with th-e child' and- emotional 
•closeness to the chi-^d , (af fectio«al solidardty); [ and^ the extent 6^. parent- 
chiTd agreement (conseri3.us* solidarity) (Black & Bengtson, Note 1). . 

Fre.quency of association was [rieasured by how often parents' engaged in 

" * • * • . . . ' . '"'-^ \ 

12 acti vit-ies)j^i'J.h.the child.. Activities included commercial , home, and ^ 

outdoor reGreat>ipn; -visits; vacations; fainily reunions, elnergencies; working 

•together; baby -sittirig; holidays; church; and ; s,hoppiing. Responses for each 

iterti wer-e'.coded'. according .to the frequency of^the activity: (1) never; (2) 

less than once a year jx(3) once a year ;;. (4) several times a yeSr ; -(5) once a 

month;, l&j) several times a mo'nth; (7) once .a week; (8) several times a week- " 

and (9) .daily.,* ^The .: e x t en t . to' which parents and Qhildren get along was 

measured by re.sponse's oh a five point Likert-scale to the- quest ion , "How 

well would you say that you get* along with (name of. child)?" Similarly, 

closeness was determined by responses^to the- question", "How close wou'ld'y^u 

^ay that you feel tp (name of child)?/' In order to* assess consensus 

respondents kere -sjiown a picture of a ladder with ten rungs, assigned . 0-9.'. 

Th^y were told , "Looking at this picture of a ladder suppbse that the top of 

Ihe ladder represents total agreemertt of views- about life and the bottom 

represent^ tptal:. disagreement. Where on the ladder do you feel, that (name 

of child) and you st;ahd 'at the pres-ent.'time?" (Cantr ii 1 965). ^Scores for ' 

each of the measured of association^, affection, and consB^nsus were 

standardized and sumtned in order to form a composite score of '-solidarity. 

Cronbach' s' alpha pf reliability for the measure was -.95.- ' / " ■ 

The ^ijidependent /variables consisted of . eight measures. Abceptanc'e of 

changed norms Tor the elderly waa operationalized through the use of the 
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revised 17 item Philadelphia ' Geriatric Center Mora^'e Scale (Lawton, 1975) 
Internal consistency of the . measure . as determined .6y Cronbach*s alpha in the 

present study was .83. Possible score range wasVfrom. 17 ,to 34. Dependency 

* * . \ > ■ , ■ . ■ ' . 

needs 'of the >elderly was o^eratioriqjrized through a , measure of self-rated 

■f * . , • • , ' ■ ^ 

Nhealth. ; Respondents were shown a picture of a\.ladder containing rungs 
M • - • ' , - . / ' . . " 

raumbered from 0-9.- . They were told, "Suppose that the top of the ladder 

r^epresents per f ect^ -heal th^ and 'the bottom' represents the most, serious 

illness. Where on the ladder would you say your health is.at fhe present 

] * ■ • ♦ ■ 

^i"*®*^" ' Educational disparity was delfined as experiences not shared aarosa^^- 

genera^tional lin,es and was a measure of educational di/ferences between 
' ' ■ ' ■ ■ ' * . ' — . ^ - \ . 

.parent and child. (Child ' s educational level minus that of the piarent » s) . 

■ ' * / \ . ■ , ' ■•• ' ' » >> 

' Mutual help (helping behavior!) was\ determined by a composite of help 

. " ./ ' ■ 

.received and help given.. Each scale, in its orig\nal form, consisted of 11 

helping behaviors that' included h;^lp with- transportation , minor household 
; repairs, 'housekeeping,/ shopping, yard work, 'car care, illness, important 

decisions, legal 'aid, financial- aid , ^and other help specif ied by vthe 
-respondents. The subjects were asked how oftep the child helped with the 

above activities and how often they hac(^ helped^ the child withip the, past 

' ■ ■ ■ ' ■ ' '. ■. - ■ ' ' ' ' ■ 

^ year. The same frequenc/'of response schedule was used as, was employed withi " 

■ ' ■ ^ ' . ■ " • ■ ■ „ ■ 1 

the associafional measure. A factor analysis of the scale showed that it 

could be reduced to'a three factor^ 12 item scale. Th'e f i r st if actor , a 

measureof help received, con si sted bf Seven items, with factor loadings 

^ ranging frora ,51 to .79- The second . factor co/isisting of three items was a 

measure of help given (transportation and financial) and had jfactor loadings 

;,ranging from .54 to .75.^ ^ 'The third' fgctor also.dealt With help given " 

(domestic) vwith loadings of|.58 ^nd .SM;- Internal consistency for the measure, 

was .82. Possible, score range was' from 12' to 108. 



Proximity to the child (residential propinquity) was a 'meastire of hov? 
c-lose the^ch^ld li^fed to the parent: ' in. the some household, 10 minutes away 
..or less, 11-30 minutes aw^y, 31 -60 . minutes avay, over 60 minutes to less 
than a day away, and one day cjr. more away, coded .1 -through 6, respectively. 
Communication: letters and telephone, was a composite score of .the frequency 
•with which the Ahild telephoned' and wrote to the parent. The scoring scheme 
followed that used for the associat ional and'.h'elping measures. Possible 
score range v^^s from 2 - 18, ' Filial responsibility was measured through 
responses ^2. four scenarios depicting hypothetical Situation's, of older 
persons who)i^^ financial! help, aid. during illness, or who were lonely, 
i'he responjjents were |skedkto indicate the 'degree of responsibility that 
they felt children should ^as.sume in helping these older, parents. Type of sex 
linkage was established through cross pare.n t-child sex combinations: 
father-daughter, father-son, mot^^er-daughter , mother-rson. ' 

The variable American birth as ^prop«6sed in the conceptual, mo^el was 
dropped because of the paucity<>f adults ',af foreign birth in the popi^Latioq. 



Analyses 



Pearson product-moment/ correlations were performed on all 'continuous 

■ •» ■ . , 

•variables in the . model in order to determine (1) univariate relationships 
wit,h the .dependent measure solidarity, and (2) relationships v between 
independent variables (multicollinearity). Stepwise multiple regression was 
used to examine the relative importance * of ^ the eight independent variables 
to family solidar^ity. The preditciiof variables were entered .into the. 
ecfuation in the prder of the amount 'of variance that they Could, explain in, 
the dependent measure, family solidarity. Unordered they included; 
sex-linkage, eduational /jisparity; dependency needs; c6mmury.cation: letters^ 
and telephone; filial responsibility ; geographical proximity; atti:tudes 



toward own agingj arid mutual help' Three dummy . variables were created for 
the sex-linkage factor with the mothe«r-daughter klink servirvg as the 
referent.- Standardized' beta coefficients were used to' deter mi ne, the 
importance of a predictive variable relative to other predictors in ti]e 
model . ^ ' * 

• ' ' ' • ■ ^ ■ .\- 

RESULTS ^, • ■ * 

Zei'-o-order, correlations' between the three ditnensions o^f the solidarity 
variat?le showed rlajionships between the affection and consensus compofients 
only j2 = .26^2 < ;001; No significant relationship was found between 
association ,ahd affection or association a?id consensus. 

Tab'le'1 presents -the ranges, means, and -standar^d dgai^tions of the^ 
continuous/variables used in the analysis^W The data show^ moderate to low 
levels of mutual help between parents ancK children. Cursory observations of 
percentages indicated that older parents were Jmore likely to receive'^elp 
than to give help.. Approximately 60% indicat^ that their child had helped/ 
them during. the past year wit^ transportationj^SX^ had received assistance 
durii\g illness, ^2% had^ recei^ved help W^ith shopping, . and 32% received 
asslstanpe • with housekeeping. Other^ assistance , was minimal! In contrast, 
25% of the 'parents^reported providing ^ransportation for . children during ^he 
pa3t year, 17% had assisted the child during illness and assisted with 
shopping, and 11%. had helped with housekeeping. Help beyond the four 
categories mentioned was minimal. Assistance given or received was usually 
occasional. The results of a t test showed that older parents receiving 
higher levels 'bf assistance gave more assistance, t = 2.70 (244) p < 01 

Data in Table -1 suggest, that parent^sV attitudes toward their own aging 
were more.^posi tive than, negative and that older adults generally felt that' 
children had some responsibility to them in health, final^cial and/or 
emotional crisis. .Dependency needs as viewed through perceived health 



appeared to be relatively lo^y^, and/ed'ucational di4jferences suggested little 
social disparity between generations. This latter finding was reinforced 
through the observation that the majority of referent children, 89%, lived 
within 60 minutes of older parents,, consequently suggesting minimal levels 
of social mobilit'^^as projected through geographic propinquity. Table 1 
suggests moderate levels of telephoning and letter writing between the two 
generations. A breakout of these data sho'wed thaJb approximately 52% of \:he ' 
parents received a telephone call from the Child of focus several or more 
times a^ week and 51% received a letter several or more times a year from th^ 
chjfld. Approximately 43% of. the parents never received mail from the child,' a 
•p^able consequence of close geographical proximity. 

. [Table 1 about here] ' 

* ■ 

Table 2 shows that all continuous independent variables had a univariate 
relationship with-the dependent variable , f am il y » sol idari ty. ^ moderate 
amount of multicollinear ity was observed between the exogeaous variables. 
The matrix shows^ mutual help to^ be most frequently related to other 
variables.. Zero-order correlations were observed with parents' attitudes 
toward their ow^-aging. dependency needs, ge ogr a p h i 1 p ro x i m i.t y . 
communication, and filial responsibiaity. Mutual helping wa? more likely to 
occur when parents' attitudes toward aging were negative, when their health 
was poor, when the child of mostcontact was nearby, when there was more 
telephoning and writing, /^nd when filial expectations were high. 

Geographical p^ximit^y was correlated wT.th three of the seven 
independent variables: educational disparity, mutual help (previously 
described)', and filial responsibility. Close geographical proximity to a 
child was associated with few parent-child educational differences and lower 
filial expec'tations. In addition, altitudes toward aging^ was posit iv^el y 



correlated with health, i.^., positive attitudes increased with good health. 

- , [Tatle 2. about here] 

Table 3 presents the regression analysis predicting family solidarity. 
The results show that the indep,endent variables explained ,32'? ofv the^ 
variance- in family cohesivene^ss, R = .57. (R^ = .32) £, < .001. ' Comparison' of • 
the. regression coef f icierits^injJicates that mutual helja was trhe strongest 
.predictor of family solidarity (accounting for 595tX'of the explained 
variance), followed, in importance by : atti tud^s 'toward ow^ aging (19%), 
■ .geognaphical proximity. (11%), filial responsibility (7%), and educational 

9 , ■ - f' ■ • ■ • * 

disparity (3%). Dependency needs, sex 'linkage, and communication were of no 
, relative pr^edj^tive importance.^ Based upon Table 2, dependency; needs. 

^appeared^to be suppressed in the regression analysis through its relation to 

} , ■ ■ ^ I ' 

mutwal help, and communication accounted for no unique variance beyond that 

explained by mutual' help. * ' . . ' 

In sum, the resu^v^ of the regression analysis showed that f,ive of the 
ei&ht independent variables were predictive of .family solidarity- scores. 
The findings indicate that the extent to which older. par en ts and children 
exchange help are better predictors of family cohesivene^ t^an other " 
physical, social, and psychological factors investigated. Older parents who 



report higher levels of mutual help;/' who have more positive attitudes toward 
■their own aging; who are more likely ta envisi<cfn children as treasonably 



responsible to them in* illness, financial duress and loneliness; and adults 
who have educational ^'backgrounds similar to those of their - of f spring reflect 
higher family solidarity than others. ' 

. -. [Table 3 about here] 
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y y ^ • . * Discussion ancj Summary' • . * ^ - 

. • • * ■ •■ * ■ ' • 

Results of this st^dy support conceptualizations of Bengtson et 'al. 

"(1976) tJiat family soUdarity, as measured through association , consensus,'" 

and affection /can be predicted by a* number: oC phy^sical , « sociaj"",- and. 

psychological variables.' Tti^dat a, ver i f y the primary^< importance of / 

residential prc^pin.quity, hewing '^behavior, r,3nd ^cceptano^ of, changed norms 

..for the elderly as &^:c to^the theory of intergenerational solidarity. All, 

'of the factors pre^v;iously: idfentifi^d by Dengt-sotv et al., however-,\dQ not 

; explain a signific'aat amount .of difference in* solidarity between genenations . 

"wheri' the effects of .all factors are cons'idered.. ^whi'le' family solidarity is 

. influenced^ by the am^^pt of help 'exchanged between .parent ancj child, . ol^er 

parents' -^attitudes toward- their own aging, geographical nearness to a child,. ^. 

niial expectaitions for assistance, and soci'al\ pari^ty beti^.en generations; 

^sex of the child^f^Qpendency needs of the parent', '^nd^ extent ' of Crating* and'' 

telephoning are of- no .relative ^predictive importance ^o s'olidarity. As ; 

suggested by Bengtson and "as^socl ates ( and seen through zero'-or^der 
■ , '\ . \ ) •■•'''../ ..^ ■■ . ■ ■ . ■ ^ , ,.■ 

correlations .in the present stud y) a' number of 'these vari abides* may 'have 

important modifying ' effects in . the model ,as might be demoastr^^tecf ^through 
path, analytic Or similar procedures/ . ' 

_ The data are. less concluSiy^ on the extent - of interref^edness* . of the 
three colnppnen ts compr^ising solidarity. * Th.at. is. to ,^say, contrary to ./» 
Bengtson .and associates' axiom, association was not related to' the affection 
and consensus dimensions of "°the construct. This observation, however, did 
n'ot appear to have im-portant . implications for the overall reliab\rity of the 

scale. • , , * / / ' . *• ' ■ ' 

. . "■ . ' ^ 

The data show., the primacy of mutual help, to the ^p'eren t-child 

relationship as observed through the finding that, thfs variable .^pcounted 

for over one-half *of the variance explained in the model/. Bengtson et al. 



, pointed out. .the important relationship betwe^ helping behavior and 
affection (a dimension of the solidarity rnea/ure in the present study). 
They proported that helping behavior, especiallVof the non-essential kind 
^ app«^ars:',to bi the chief indicator of affectic^nal solidarity thatoccurs 
within the family. In .the case of the present . stud y, the major help 
-exchanged was more vital in nature. The relatively low levels of mutual help 
observed in this -study may have been related to a moderate to low dependency 
level of parents as vie wed through mean, health rating. Low ''helping 
behaviors (as well as the lack of observance of a sex-linkage) may also have 
occurred as a result of the high percentage of daughters who worked. Lang 
and Brody '(1983) found that middle-aged daughters provided significantly 
les^ help to older mothers if 'they were employed. ' 

Thd^data suggested a moderate lack of reciprocity in helping patterns.' 
Parents appeared to receive more help than they gave. Research in general 
has shown a mixed pattern of helping which differs considerably according 
to the type of aid^^being exchanged (-Atchley, 1980). The importance of 
reciprocity to h^^lping patterns in the present study was suggested through' 
the observation that parents receiving more help, gave more help. With 

V 

...i'^^^^^ ^ ^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ older generation, Troll (1971) reported 

that most parents. giv.e to their children as much as they can for as long as 
they can based upon their financial and physical capacities to offer aid. 

Amount of help exchanged was seen to be interrelated to all other 
variables in. the model with the exception of educational disparity. This 
observation pointed out the complexity of helping beliavi ors in terms of the 
number of si tuational^ f actors 'impacting on intergenerational patterns. The 
strong zero-order correlation with geographical proximity confirmed reports 
by Bengtson and associates of the i(iiportant relationship between residential 



11 

er|c ^5 



propi-nquity and helping behavior , i.e., the < nearer the places of residence 

. , ,) '^^^ ■ ■ 

the greater the probability that 'helping behavior Will occur. Similarly, 
Wilkening, Gurreo, and Ginsberg (1972), following a study on the effects of 
geographical distance on intergenerational ties -amrsng farm- farpilies, reported 
the advVrse effect of limited face-to-face contact on helping behaviors. 
Other forms of interaction such as telephoning, writing, or the giving or 
receiving of financial aid, however, were not affected significantly. In 
the present study the importance of continuing contact to helping behavior 
was observed through the f^ndin^ that m^utua^ help increased with the 
frequency of writing and telephoning between generations. 

An important correlate of helping behavior in the present study was^ 
parents', attitude toward their own aging, or morale. The observation that 
negative , attitudes were associated with more helping is probably explained 
through the finding that, helping increased when parents (or children) were in 
poor health and the associated relatioraship between poor health and negative 
affect (Larson, 1978). Helping behavior was also more likely to occur when 
older parents were in ,poor health, and when they held high expectations for 
assistance. Seelbach (1978), in examing the correlates of older parents' 
filial responsibility expectations and realizations found a positive 
correlati.on between parents* expectations for help and actual need. 
Furthermore, he obserfved that adult children seem to increase their support 
in response to their parents* increasing needs. Similarly, Sussman and ' 

Burchinal (1962) and Aldous and Hill (1965) pointed out the stimulating 

It _ - 

effect of health needs on helping behavior. e 

In sum, mutual helping, as a primary predictor in family solidarity, 
appears to be a function of conv.enience to children, level of parents' 
dependency, and parental • expectations. Helping levels between parents^and 
children are generally low except in the area of transportation. This 



finding would app:<?ar to be related" to* relati^vely low dependency needs 
^(rifealth) of older^^par,ents and moderate to high transportation depe,ndency, 
^ppearingly, also contrib.uting to this observation is the high level of 
employment found among daughters, ' These findings implicate local c^y^ltural 
milieu as a factor .inj patterns of intergenerational interaction. 

Acceptance of changedVrtorms for the elderly, or parents' attitudes 
toward their own aging, the^ second most important predictor of family 
solidarity in the present st\Idy was also related to dependency needs, or 
health, of the oS.der parent. The measure, primarily an indicator of morale, 
has been oonsisten tl yTeported as a primary correlate of health (Larson, 
1978), Bengtson et al. (1976) proposed that this rei^ationship between the 
attitudes variable and 'family sofidarity was due in the main to the 
consensus dim^rision of the solidarity Concept, That is, if family 
traditions permit the acceptance of . changed norms fpr the elderly (as 
reflected in this case through parents' attitudes) by both the older and 
younger generations, this factor would be posilively correlated/ with 
consensus solidarity (p, 256), - . , . 

.Geographical cldseness to a child, the third**most important predictor 
of family solidarity was observed to be related to two other correlates in' 
addition to mutual behavior- (previously discussed). The greater ^educational 
differences observed among parents and childre^n who lived further apart 
posisibly reflected upward social mobility among the second 
generation. Akin to this finding was the observation that parents' filial 
expectations were higher for children living greater distances from them,^ 
That is, it is possible that parents' expectations increased with their 
perceptions of childrens' ability to provide assistance. .Children who lived, 
farther away (possibly reprfiSenting' more affluence) were expected to 
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contribute more to olcjer parents' • well-being. Although spatial difference 
has been fo^n^^to affect the realization of filial expectations, v it 
generally has not been observed to diminish family bonds (Troll, 1971). 

In. summary, results of the present study show that the extenC*of 
cohesi venes.s bet-ween older parents andichildren as measured by. affection, 
consensus, and association, can be prec;lic ted by a number of factors 
previously identified, as important to family solidarity (Bengtson et al., 
1976). The data ^(showed family solidarity to be best predicted by the amount 
of h.elp exchanged betwee'n parents and children, followed by the extent to 
which older parents have accepted their , own aging, the distance that 

children live from parents, the amount of filial expectations. that older 

/ • ■ ^ 

parents hoTd, and the extent of spcial disparity between generations as 

bbserved through educational differences. The findings ^illustrate, the 

multiplicity of factors impacting upon helping behaviors between generations 

and -reinforce the importance of^ a multivariate approach to studies of 

intergener^tional relationships. Results from the stud.y suggest the 
^ ' > ■ \ 

inpportance of cultural^ milieu such as female employment, social disparity, 

• , ■ \t 

and occupationa^l background to patterns of association and affect between 
generations. 
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Table l.* Mean, Range, antl Standard Deviations 
for Continuous Independent Variables 
and Family S9lidarity 





Variable^ (N =276;) 


Mean ^- 


Rarrge 


S.l 




CO* ( 


12-o2 


13.5 


t 

iiLfOibucjco bowaro 








own aging 
Geographical proximity 


28.9 
4.1 


18^34 


3.8 
1.4 


Flilial responsibility 


9.9 , • 


6^12 " 


1 .2 


C(irnniLinications : 








^letters & telephone 


9.8 . ' ■ 


2-18 


3.6 


Depend^ency nQeds(Health) 


5.8 


0-9 . 


2.2 


Educational d ispar ity 


3.3 


' -8-18^ ■ , 


3.2 


Family solidarity 


:-i.o'^ 


-2-3 - 


.7 



L' 



'■•1 ■ \ 



Note : N^^^276 

a • - 
Minus scores = parents more education than' children 

Standarized score- 



^ 



Variables 



Table 2. Zero-Ortjer Correlations , between Continuous 
Variables .Comprising tlie Family Solidarity 
Prediction Equation 



5 -6- 



8 



r 

1 . Attitudes 
, toward aging 

2 • Dependency , 
heeds 

3. Educational 

disparity 

4. Mutual h^lp 

5- Geographical 
proximity 

6. Communication 

7.. Filial 

^responsibility 

8. Family 

solidarity 



.57*** -.05 -.23***' -.02* .05 . -.02 



-.12* -.19*** -.00 ■■.O^A -.00 



-.04 -.13* -.05-^<^-.07 



:■ -.05 



.15** 
.03 



.14* 

.13* 
t 

.33*** ■ 
.19***" 



Note: variable according to pair wise deletion 
*£ < .05 ■ 



ft* 



£< .01 

f 

p < .001 
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Tablets. Analysis of Sources of Variation in Family Solidarity 
^ . . . ,:iScores Comprising Regression.- 



Variables . Step 



Percient of ch^ge 



Mutual help ^ 1 

Attitudes toward 

.own aging * 2 

Geographical , 

' proximity . 3 

Filial 

responsibility -4 

Educati"©nal .; " - 

disparity 5 



.40 

; .23 

. , .in 

.■f2 



6.77 



««« 



.19 



««« 



i{.06»»» 



2.9i3»» 



2.43* 



-2.14* 



.02«« 



■•■ .01* 




Variables not in the ' Ec^Jation 



Dependency needj 
Communication 
Mother/Son vs. Mother/Daughter' 
Father /Daughter vs. Mother /Daughter 
Father/Son vs. Mother/Daughter 



F.= 21.57 (5,226) R = 57 Adjusted R'^ 



.32 



Note.^N =226 



•£ < '.05 



*** 



£ < .01 
£ < .001 
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